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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Urban Crossroads, Inc. has prepared this noise study to determine the noise exposure and the
necessary noisenitigation measuresfor the proposedMuranaka Warehousalevelopment

6 at NR JIe Grdjéctsites locatedon the east side of Deck&oadand south of Harley Knox
Boulevard in the Mead Valley area of unincorporat@alinty of RiversideThe project proposes

to construct a new 239,308 squafeot High Cube Fullihent Center Building This noisestudy

has been prepared to satisBpplicableCounty of Riversidaoise standards and significance
criteria based on Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Gui@Blines.

The results of thisloise Impact Analysae summarizé below based on the significance criteria

in Section 4 of this report consistent with Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelinefl) Table EQ shows the findings of significance for egmbtential noise
and/or vibration impact under CEQA before and after any required mitigation measures.

TABLE EE SUMMARY OEEQASIGNIFICANCE FINDINGS

: Report Significance Findings
Analysis : " "
Section Unmitigated Mitigated

Off-Site Traffic Noise 7 Less Than Significan -
Operational Noise 9 Less Than Significar -

Construction Noise 10 Less Than Significar -

Construction Vibration Less Than Significan -

1366610 Noise Study O URBAN
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1 INTRODUCTION

This noise analysis has been completed to determine the noise impacts associated with the
development of the proposedMuranaka Warehouse &t NP 2THi© ticis® dudy briefly
describes the proposed Project, provides information regarding noise fundaisesdts outthe

local regulatory settingpresentsthe study methods and procedures for transportation related
CNEL traffic noise analysis, and evaluates the future exterior noise environment. In addition, this
study includes an analysis of the potehti®rojectrelated longterm stationarysource
operational noise and shoterm construction noise and vibration impacts.

1.1 STELOCATION

The proposed Projectiscatedon a 12acrecurrently vacant siten the east side of Deck&oad
and south & Harley Knox Boulevard in the Mead Valley area of unincorpor@iednty of
Riverside, as shown dxhibitl-A. Industrial uses are located to the north and east of the Project
site with vacant land to the south and west. The nearest noise sensitivdentisil homes are
located southeast, south, and west of the project site.

1.2 PROJECDESCRIPTION

The project proposes to construct a new 239,308 sqdaot High Cube Fullihent Center
Building that would operate seven days a week 24 hours a day. The sitlopthe proposed
Project is shown on ExhibitB.

The onsite Projectrelated noise sources are expected to incluldeding dock activity, roetop

air conditioning units, trash enclosure activity, parking lot vehicle movements, and truck
movements This noise analysis is intended to describe theat@sel impacts associated with
the expected typical operational activities at the Project site.
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ExHIBIT1-B: STEPLAN
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2 FUNDAMENTALS

Noiseis simply defined as "unwanted sound.” Sound becomes unwanted when it interferes with
normal activities, when it causes actual physical harm or when it has adverse effects on health.
Noise is measured on a logarithmic scale of sound pressure level knosvdexsbel (dB). A
weighted decibels (dBA) approximate the subjective response of the human ear to broad
frequency noise source by discriminating against very low and very high frequencies of the
audible spectrum. They are adjusted to reflect only thiseguencies which are audible to the
human ear. Exhibit-A presents a summary of the typical noise levels and their subjective
loudness and effects that are described in more detail below.

ExHIBIT2-A: TYPICANOISHEVELS

Source:Environmental Protection Agency Office of Noise Abatement and Control, Information on Levels of Environmental Noise
Requisite to Protect Public Health and Welfare with an Adequate Margin of Safety (EPA/ONARHERPMarch 1974.

2.1 RANGE ORNOISE

Sin@ the range of intensities that the human ear can detect is so large, the scale frequently used
to measure intensity is a scale based on multiples of 10, the logarithmic scale. The scale for
measuring intensity is the decibel scale. Each interval oétibdls indicates a sound energy ten
times greater than before, which is perceived by the human ear as being roughly twice as loud.
(2) The most common sounds vary between 40 dBA (very quiet) to 100 dBA (very lounjal Nor
conversation at three feet is roughly at 60 dBA, while loud jet engine noises equate to 110 dBA
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